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In this article, an attempt was made to identify functional and style modifications of selected text categories. Taking into
account the analysis of the scientific situation, consideration of the problem requires a preliminary discussion of the very

concept of a text category and a set of text categories.
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Y uin cTatTi 3pobneHa cnpoba BUSBNEHHS (PyHKLIOHANBbHO-CTUMBLOBMX MoaudikaLin 06paHnx TEKCTOBMX KaTeropiu.
Bepyun 0o yBarn aHania HaykoBoi cuTyauii, po3rnsag npobneMn Bumarae nonepegHbLOro 06roBoOpeHHsS1 CaMoro NOHATTS

TEKCTOBOI KaTeropii i Habopy TEKCTOBUX KaTeropiin.

Kno4yoBi cnoBa: KoMyHikaLis, yHKLiOHaNbHO-CTUMBOBKIA NiAXig, KOHUENUisi, OCHOBa, CBIgOMICTb, (hakTopu.

B aToi cTathe caenaHa nomnbiTka BbiIBNEHUS (PyHKLMOHAMNBHO-CTUIEBLIX MoaUUKaLmMii n36paHHbIX TEKCTOBbLIX Ka-
Teropuii. [pvHMMas BO BHMMaHMe aHanva Hay4HoW CuTyauuu, pacCMOTpeHue npobnembl TpebyeT npenBapuTensHOrO
obcykaeHNsi camoro NOHSATUSI TEKCTOBOM KaTeropum 1 Habopa TEKCTOBbIX KaTEropuii.

KniouyeBble cnoBa: KOMMYHUKaLuA, (byHKU,VIOHaJ'IbHO-CTVIﬂeBOVI nogxon, koHuenuua, ocHoBsa, CoO3HaHue, (baKTOpr.

Stylistics and text linguistics are both independent
and correlative categories. What unites them? They are
united by a common object of study — the text, because
speech is carried out in the form of speech devices —
texts with properties of direction of speech action, its
separation and connectedness, defined for them, etc.
“A person does not speak separately invented sen-
tences, but a single conceived text” [9, p. 108]. The
communicative approach to the object is also peculiar
to the functional stylistics and linguistics of the text.
All speech is perceived as an activity emanating from
the subject and directed to the addressee, and the text
is its materialized result, in which the objective-infor-
mational content is concluded.

However, taking into account this generality, the
methods of creating and developing functional stylistics
and linguistics of the text turned out to be different due
to the specifics of the scientific study of this subject.

The purpose of functional stylistics is to iden-
tify different types of literary language, which cor-
responds to different extralinguistic factors in their
complex. At the same time, for the functional-style
approach, abstraction from the text as a separate

structural and content unit, as a speech work, is char-
acteristic. Different sets of existing texts of the same
type are conventionally taken as one text, which is
quite legitimate, since stylists are interested in the
language reflection of the totality of extra-linguistic
conditions as a whole. The united text, the “text of
the whole speech”, connected with a certain sphere
of activity, is presented in the aspect of the level con-
ception of the language. Functional stylistics experts
often avoid the term text, for example, the following
statement: “The concept of style is the result of an
abstract generalization based on speech data, selected
for fundamental similarity based on experience and
intuition” [2, p. 4].

The extralinguistic, social basis of the stratifica-
tion of a literary language asserts the functional-style
concept, going back to the works of V.V. Vinogradov
and scholars of the Prague linguistic circle. In the
1960s — 1980s, a detailed substantiation of this con-
cept was developed in linguistics with the identifica-
tion of a set of main extralinguistic factors and a level
description of the functional styles of the Russian
language was made (see the works of M.N. Kozhina,
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A.N. Vasilyeva, D.N. Shmeleva , O.B. Sirotinina,
N.M. Razinkina and many other researchers). It is
impossible not to note that this concept is the only
one (known, for example, the classification of func-
tional styles based on language functions, coming
from [3; 4]) or generally accepted (see, for example,
the polemical work of [14]) but its provisions are
undisputed. First, this is the very core of the con-
cept — an indication of the “dictating” role of extra-
linguistic factors, as well as the determination of
their set and degree of importance. When classify-
ing styles, M.N. Kozhina writes the following about
its basis: “<...> such a basis is the communicative-
cognitive purpose of a language in the process of
speech activity, that, language is real consciousness,
the reality of thought is in the process of communi-
cation ” [12, p. 29]. And then: “A similar classifica-
tion is presented in the well-known division of the
speech continuum into such socially significant areas
of communication that are correlated with activities
corresponding to the forms of public consciousness
as an extralinguistic basis of division, closely related
to language” [12, p. 29].

Naturally, the specific qualities of the style are
determined not only by the main factors discussed
above, but also by other extralinguistic factors, such as
the nature of communication, the typical status of the
addressee, and others (for the most complete outline
of the style factors) [2]. These factors exist in terms of
the specific speech quality of the text, all of which can
serve as a starting point for stylistic analysis.

The nature of functional linguistics is extremely
diverse. It defines the theory of speech, understood
"as a social speech activity, as the use of the lan-
guage system in social spheres" [11, p. 18]. What
is the purpose of this theory? This is the definition
of its own (functional, speech) system in the field of
each functional type of language. The presence of a
speech system along with a language one in modern
linguistics is defined as follows, for example: “A text
is a unit not of a language system, but a speech, com-
municative one. It has its own laws of structure and
functioning, different from linguistic units, although
it consists of them” [20, p. 18].

The defining communicative features for speech
consistency are those that are characteristic only of a
functioning language (in the F. de Saussure’s dichot-
omy — parole). This is a higher order of consistency
than that of the language. Language and speech sys-
tems are differently oriented. M.N. Kozhina writes:
“In the described <...> usually language system
<...> obviously, if not exclusively, the orientation
towards the cognitive, cognitive function of the lan-
guage prevails (conditionally: denotative-differen-

tial, associated with the “division of the world”), and
not on the communicative, not on the speech activ-
ity” [11, p. 11]. The speech system is focused on the
situation of speech activity, and is determined by the
selection and composition of language means and is
a system of statistical type. It has its own system of
units, which can serve not only signs of all levels of
the “communicative” language system selected from
its foundation according to the principles of target
significance and frequency in a group of texts, but
also methods and techniques for organizing them in
this group of texts (conditionally: speech paradig-
matic), as well as its own methods of compatibility,
determined by the sum of extra-linguistic circum-
stances and the target setting of the subject of speech
(speech syntagmatics).

The linguists-researchers of modern times are
moving more and more actively from the level sta-
tistical description of speech styles to the search for
speech consistency. This search goes in different
directions. It is very important, that the source is the
understanding of speech givenness and the realization
of the transformed cognitive-communicative activity
of the subject (see the work of M.P. Kotyurova [13]).
This approach is defined as the identification of the
denotative systematic of functional styles. A different
approach is connected with shifting the attention of
researchers from a set of language means of a func-
tional style to their interaction and organization. In
these cases, the functional style uses the concept of
"text" and uses it as the starting point of the study.

It is interesting that, in contrast to the functional
style, the text linguistics focuses on the text not as a
speech given, but as an independent, complete, holis-
tic, separate speech given. The subject of scientific
research exists here in the typical structural and content
properties of the whole text, and at first, there are issues
of organizing a complex whole, the relationship of lan-
guage units within the speech work. It is very important
that the concept of “text” for this linguistic direction is
its name (the proposed alternative terms “text”, “textol-
ogy” are also based on the basis of the word text).

In the works of V.V. Vinogradov, A.A. Potebni
there are interesting and important observations,
thoughts concerning the concrete implementation of
the analytical approach concerning texts, although
the question of the linguistic concept of the text
appeared later.

Studying units are larger than a sentence (super-
phrasal unities, or complex syntactic integers), in the
1970s, text linguistics came to the study of complete
speech works (for an overview of the formation of
text linguistics) [19; 18]. This is characterized by a
search for new theoretical concepts, a new text theory.

17



Bunyck 7. Tom 1

The theoretical basis for this stands out quite con-
sistently: it is in functional style, in communicative,
in activity-based basis. Solely linguistic signs do not
determine the analyzed essence, since the text is a
product of purposeful speech activity that is two-
sided: the speech activity of the addresser implies a
more or less adequate perception of the text by the
addressee [9, p. 11; 25, p. 42]. The addressee is no
less important than the addressee: ... an event of the
life of the text, that is, its true essence, always devel-
ops at the turn of two consciousnesses, two subjects”
[26, p. 42]. What is the connecting link between
them? It is a text. It is a “transformed form of com-
munication” [26, p. 42], “a communicative unit of the
highest level” [18, p. 14]. Adequate perception of the
text implies a general presupposition of the commu-
nicative partners, which includes knowledge of the
language of the message, situations and necessary
encyclopedic knowledge [23, p. 7]. The semantic
content of the text is formed initially in the internal
speech of the subject — the sender of speech as a con-
densed concept [9]. The further development of the
author's intention, the communicative task takes into
account the forecast of his perception, so that the text
in its final material expression represents “the prod-
uct and subject of the speech activity of the author
and the addressee” [16, p. 7].

There is no doubt that the text is an "island of
organization" [5], a complex whole, created accord-
ing to certain laws. In search of these laws, the set
and the ratio of text-forming parameters, researchers
go in different ways. The monograph of I.R. Halperin
“Text is an object of linguistic research” [5], in
which a multidimensional approach to the text is
studied, and this approach is much wider than the
actual language one, received an ambiguous attitude.
There is also a well-known approach to the text as
a hierarchy of predicates, going back to the ideas
of N. I. Zhinkyia and developed as a concept in the
works of V.D. Tunkel and T.M. Dridze.

Non-uniform aspects of these and other concepts
are considered within each of them. For example, the
terms "information", "subtext", "prospection" and
"retrospection" [5] are the original terms of computer
science and literature; “The purpose of the message”,
“logical thesis” [7; 8] are informative-targeted, psy-
cholinguistic concepts; “Volume-pragmatic articula-
tion” [5], “communicative block” are compositional
and text terms; “Theme”, “Rema” are the concepts
of actual division, and syntactic. These moments are
to a certain extent natural, since such a complex phe-
nomenon, as a text cannot receive a “plane” scien-
tific interpretation. Nevertheless, at the same time it
becomes clear that it is too early to speak about the

integral, established concepts of the semantic struc-
ture of the text.

The existing global text-forming features cannot yet
be considered as determined in their absolute and rela-
tive significance. Often they include integrity (integ-
rity, integrativity), cohesion (cohesion), and complete-
ness (completeness), separation. Such signs are not
adjacent. Thus, integrity “does not relate directly to lin-
guistic categories and units and has a psycholinguistic
nature” [15, p. 12]. Connectivity is logical-linguistic
in nature and has a distinct formal expression, which is
why attempts to identify the structure of the text began
precisely with its study first in the framework of utter-
ance (superphysic unity and complex syntactic whole),
and then the whole text. Completeness, according to
A.L. Novikov [20], is actually a meaningful category,
distinguished based on development, consistency, and
internal coherence. A number of questions remain
controversial, for example: is connectivity a condition
for achievement and are means of creating integrity.
Is it an independent text-forming feature; or does the
notion of integrity incorporate the notion of separate-
ness? How do completeness and integrity correlate?
Because the latter is also connected with the content
side of the text [27].

Analysis of conceptual decisions is in the works
of such scientists as I.R. Halperin, O.1. Moskalskaya,
E.V. Sidorov, A.L. Novikov, Ya. Turaeva, I.Ya. Cher-
nukhina and others, allows approving the term
“text category” as a working concept as a typologi-
cal feature of a text. The example and interpenetra-
tion of such features can clarify the structure of the
text semantics. There is such quite real idea that the
modern stage of text linguistics is the stage of iden-
tifying, and a set of text categories and determining
their language expression. Each language incarnation
for the text category necessarily corresponds to the
extra-linguistic determination of the given text and
the group of texts of the same type in this regard. The
linguistics of the text is increasingly converging with
the functional stylistics, and these sciences are able to
complement each other, speaking beyond their limita-
tions, are already conscious in both areas. Functional
style, a certain difficulty is found in understanding
the speech system, see: “The preference given to the
functional presentation of the material involuntarily
causes such fragmentation of linguistic phenomena,
which makes it difficult to see their system proper-
ties and connections” or: “The fuller, deeper, more
detailed description of lexical-semantic and gram-
matical features of styles, and the less clear is the sty-
listic specificity of each type of speech” [21, p. 16].
Linguistic scholars engaged in text practically have
no opportunity to conduct analysis at the level of
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a functioning language as a whole. If we consider
this, then the textual structural variant will turn out to
be so poor and naked that its definition loses all mean-
ing. Therefore, text researchers either work within the
framework of a single functional style (L.P. Doblaev,
P. Kotyurova, A.I. Mamalyga, L.M. Maydanova,
E.A. Referrovskaya, I.Ya. Chernukhina), or they
use textual juxtaposition of styles (I.R. Halperin,
O.N. Grishina, A.A. Strizhenko, L.I. Kruchinina).
Then these studies allow us to conclude that textual
categories have functional and style specificity, and
combined studies that functional styles have original-
ity at the text level.

Now many works relate to the border area of
the interaction of functional style and text linguis-
tics. These are collections of articles (for example,
“Text in the Functional and Style Aspect” and other
scientific works. The first monographs in which the
comparison of textual features of different functional
styles is a special subject of study [28].

It is interesting to know that research work uniting
functional stylistics and linguistics of the text has not
yet gained its full strength and, probably, “scatter”,
the lack of unity or even similarity of many scientific
positions will exist for a long time, and this is due
primarily to the lack of a clear idea in science set and
ratio of textual categories.

In this article, an attempt was made to identify
functional and style modifications of selected text
categories. Taking into account the analysis of the
scientific situation, consideration of the problem

requires a preliminary discussion of the very concept
of a text category and a set of text categories.

In the beginning we would like to note that the
text can be understood, firstly, as a material object
that has a certain informational content (effective-
static aspect of the text), and secondly, as an assertion
of the staged implementation of the textual author's
intention (dynamic aspect of the text). Structural and
substantive properties of the text can be analyzed
and studied in both aspects, but, of course, the dif-
ference in research goals and conclusions will be
very great. In the first case, the purpose may be the
analysis of the text of its content structure, in the ter-
minology of A.l. Novikov, “the internal form of the
text” [20, p. 22-23], which naturally takes a logical-
linguistic character (see numerous works relating
to definitions of the logical scheme (semantic grid,
information "tree") of the text). This is the starting
point from the direct linguistic matter of the text: the
immediate linguistic components, the minimum units
of the text are analyzed, as a result of which the "ver-
tical" structure of hundred.

In the second case, the directly perceived lan-
guage material of the text is considered throughout its
length, so that the main focus shifts to the manifesta-
tion of text categories and the whole analysis remains
in linguistics, more precisely, linguistic stylistics, and
the defined structure of the text can be called "hori-
zontal" or "Plane". The proposed article corresponds
to this analysis, which is characterized by the defini-
tion of the formal semantic properties of the text.
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TEHJEPHA CHEIIU®IKA KOMYHIKAIIII
GENDER SPECIFICS OF COMMUNICATION

‘ Xaiinap .M.,
acnipaum kaghedpu pomancokoi ginonoaii
Kuiscvroeo nayionanvnoeo ynisepcumemy imeni Tapaca lllesyenxa

Posrnsgaetbea BNNUB reHaepy B KOMYHiKaLii, MOro 3B’A30K i3 coLianbHUM CTaTyCcoM i ponsto, CniBBiAHOLUEHHS MOHATb
«CTaTyC», «posby i «reHaep». 3'9coBaHo, L0 aHani3oBaHi mapameTpu couianbHOI iGEHTUYHOCTI KOHCTPYHOTLCA B IHTEp-
akuji. 3pobneHo BUCHOBOK NPO Te, WO AOCNIMKEHHS reHAepHOI cneumndikm KOMyHikauii BUMarae 3anyyeHHst 40 aHanisy
BCbOro KOMMIEKCY NapameTpiB coLianbHOi iAeHTUYHOCTI.

KniouoBi cnoBa: KOMyHikauisi, reHaep, cTatyc, ponb, colianbHa ifeHTUYHICTb.

PaccmaTpuBaetcs BnusiHWE reHaepa B KOMMYHUKaLMWKW, €ro CBA3b C CoLMaribHbIM CTaTyCOM W POrbio, COOTHOLLEHME
MOHSATUN «CTaTYC», «POMb» U «reHaepy. BbisicHeHo, YTO paccmaTpyBaeMble NapaMeTpbl CoLManbHON MAEHTUHHOCTY KOH-
CTPYMpYIOTCS B MHTEPaKumW. CaenaH BbIBOg O TOM, YTO MCCIefoBaHWe reHaepHon cneuudukm KOMMyHUKaLmm Tpedyet
MPUBMEYeHNsi K aHanu3y BCEro KOMMeKca napaMeTpoB CoLManbHOM MOEHTUHHOCTH.

KnioueBble cnoBa: KOMMYHUKauua, reHaep, crtaTtyc, posb, counanbHaa MOEHTUYHOCTb.

The influence of gender in communication, its connection with social status and role, the relation of concepts of status,
role and gender are addressed. It was found out that the analyzed social identity parameters are constructed in the inter-
action. The conclusion is made that research on the gender specificity of communication requires the inclusion of a whole
set of parameters of social identity.

Key words: communication, gender, status, role, social identity.
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